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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is responsive to the communication filed on 30 September 2008. By 
this amendment, claims 1,12 and 23 are amended. Claims 5-7 and 1 6-1 8 are 
canceled. Claims 24-25 are newly added claims. Therefore, claims 1-4, 8-15 and 19- 
25 are pending. 

Election/Restrictions 

2. Applicant's election without traverse of electing Species I (claims 1-4, 8-15, 19- 
23 and 25), in the reply filed on 22 January 2009 is acknowledged. 

3. Since the Applicant did not specify whether non-elected Species 2 (claim 24) was 
withdrawn or canceled, the examiner assumes non-elected Species 2 (claim 24) is 
withdrawn from consideration. 

4. Therefore, claims 1-4, 8-15, 19-23 and 25 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 10 and 21 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

As per claims 10 and 21, they are depended on canceled claims 6 and 17. In 
order to further examine the merits of the claims, the examiner assumes claims 10 and 
21 are depended on claims 1 and 12, correspondingly. Please correct. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

7. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

8. Claims 12-15 and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 12-15 and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as not falling within 
one of the four statutory categories of invention. While the claims recite a series of 
steps or acts to be performed, a statutory "process" under 35 U.S.C. 101 must (1) be 
tied to particular machine, or (2) transform underlying subject matter (such as an article 
or material) to a different state or thing. See page 10 of In Re Bilski 88 USPQ2d 1385. 
The instant claim is neither positively tied to a particular machine that accomplishes the 
claimed method steps nor transforms underlying subject matter, and therefore do not 
qualify as a statutory process. The claimed method including steps of acquiring first 
user identification information, registering the first user identification information, 
preventing further replacement, modifying the limitation and determining whether the 
use of the content is allowed are broad enough that the claim could be completely 
performed manually, mentally, verbally or without a machine nor is any transformation 
apparent. For example, one can acquire user identification information on paper or 
verbally, one can register user identification in paper files or verbally, one can prevent 
further replacement and modify the limitation manually, and one can mentally or 
manually determine whether the use of the content is allowed. Although database is 
being recited, to an ordinary skill in the art a database is a collection of data and it is 
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software or a paper file, not a machine comprising hardware. The claims do not require 
the medium to accomplish the claimed method steps and therefore do not define a 
statutory process. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's argument towards amendments, filed 30 September 2008 spanning 
from pages 9-12, with respect to the rejections of claims 1-4, 6-15 and 17-23 under 35 
USC 103(a) have been fully considered and they are persuasive. The prior art 
rejections of claims 1-4, 6-15 and 17-23 have been withdrawn (See allowable subject 
matter below) 

Allowable Subject Matter 

10. Claims 1-4, 8-9, 11, 23 and 25 are allowed. 

1 1 . Claims 10, 12-15 and 19-22 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to 
overcome the above 35 USC § 1 12 and 35 USC § 101 rejections. 

12. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for indicating allowable 
subject matter: 

With respect to Claims 1, 12 and 23, the prior art of record does not explicitly 
teach or fairly suggest, either individually or in combination, wherein the limitation is a 
maximum number of times user identification information can be replaced and to 
increase the maximum number of times user identification can be replaced in 
combination with other claim limitations in the claim. 

Closest prior art: 
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Yamamoto (U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0165826) establishes an administrative method 
of user rights that can expand a volume license and a licensee can obtain additional 
user rights and increase the number of end-users (e.g. abstract and par. [0017] - 
[0018]). Although Yamamoto further notes user rights administrative apparatus to 
revise the user rights information stored therein and increase the maximum number of 
users who are permitted to use the software (e.g. par. [0019]), Yamamoto does not 
disclose a limitation is a maximum number of times user identification information can 
be replaced and to increase the maximum number of times user identification can be 
replaced. In another word, Yamamoto's limitation is a maximum number of users 
under this license and to increase the maximum number of users. Thus, although the 
processes disclosed by Yamamoto and the present invention are both directed to digital 
rights management and an administrative method of user rights, the present invention 
performs a different process in which a limitation is a maximum number of times user 
identification information can be replaced and to increase the maximum number of 
times user identification can be replaced and no maximum number of users needed to 
be increased. Thus, Yamamoto does not explicitly teach or fairly suggest the invention 
defined in claims 1,12 and 23. 

The corresponding dependent claims further limit claims 1,12 and 23 and 
thus, also contain allowable subject matter by virtue of their dependency. 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. (See PTO-892). 
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Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to APRIL Y. SHAN whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1014. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 
p.m., EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Y. Vu can be reached on (571) 272-3859. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/April Y Shan/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2435 

/Kimyen Vu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2435 



